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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of the Application 

1. This action is in reply to applicant amendment filed November 14, 2008. 

2. Claims 1 , 5, 21 , 22, and 25-40 have been amended. 

3. Claims 3-4, 23-24 and 41 have been cancelled. 

4. Claims 1-2, 5-22 and 25-40 are pending in this application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-2, 5-22 and 25-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

7. Claims 1 and 21 recite the limitation "the method further comprises attempting to 
apply the next tax rule in the order of precedence in the process of determining the 
transaction, wherein the additional tax rules are applied in a sequence determined by a 
precedence ordering of the additional tax rules". The term "attempting" renders the 
limitation indefinite because it is not clear if the action following the phrase takes place. 
A definite recitation would be "the method further comprises applying the next tax rule in 
the order of precedence.... ". The limitation as phrased is given little or no patentable 
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weight. Applicant is requested to construct claims eliminating ambiguity and clarifying 
what he is referring to. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-2, 5-22 and 25-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maritzen et al (US Pat No. 5,987,429) in view of Bross et al. (US 
Publication No. 2003/0105687 A1). 

1 0. Regarding claims 1 and 21 , Maritzen discloses a transaction tax determining 
method comprising: receiving the transaction for which taxes are to be determined 
(Abstract); examining a configurable template associated with a tax rule, wherein the 
configurable template identifies a set of attributes associated with the transaction 
(Column 1 line 57 - Column 2 line 5, Column 2 lines 40-56); examining a set of 
conditions for the set of attributes (Column 2 lines 6-17); and when each condition in the 
set of conditions is satisfied, using a process result associated with the set of conditions 
in determining a tax for the transaction, wherein the process result indicates the 
outcome of a process associated with the condition (Column 2 lines 6-17). 

1 1 . Maritzen fails to explicitly disclose a method wherein the configurable template 
has been configured by a user system to include drivers deemed necessary to facilitate 
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the configuration and reusability of the configurable template in the tax rules, wherein 
the drivers are the attributes associated with the transaction, and wherein the tax rule is 
produced by the computer system using the configurable template from abstracted tax 
authority rules. 

12. However, Brass discloses a method wherein the configurable template has been 
configured by a user system to include drivers deemed necessary to facilitate the 
configuration and reusability of the configurable template in the tax rules, wherein the 
drivers are the attributes associated with the transaction, and wherein the tax rule is 
produced by the computer system using the configurable template from abstracted tax 
authority rules (Abstract, Paragraphs [0121], [0140] - [0141]). 

1 3. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the teachings of Brass in the device of Maritzen 
reference to include a method wherein the configurable template has been configured 
by a user system to include drivers deemed necessary to facilitate the configuration and 
reusability of the configurable template in the tax rules, wherein the drivers are the 
attributes associated with the transaction, and wherein the tax rule is produced by the 
computer system using the configurable template from abstracted tax authority rules, for 
the advantage of linking transaction tax related applications (Brass, Paragraph [0012]). 

14. Regarding claims 2 and 22 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein if the set of 
conditions is not satisfied and if an alternative set of conditions for the set of attributes is 
satisfied, the method further comprises using an alternative process result associated 
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with the alternative set of conditions in determining the tax for the transaction (Column 2 
lines 6-23). 

15. Regarding claims 5 and 25 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the 
precedence ordering allows the user to configure the system in a way that more specific 
tax rules are applied before more general tax rules are applied (Figure 2). 

16. Regarding claims 6 and 26 , Maritzen discloses a method further comprising 
allowing a user to modify configurable templates associated with the tax rules (Column 
6 lines 10-29). 

17. Regarding claims 7 and 27 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the tax rule 
specifies whether or not a specific tax is applicable to the transaction (Column 8 lines 1- 
10). 

18. Regarding claims 8 and 28 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the tax rule 
specifies a tax rate that is used in determining the tax amount for a tax applicable to the 
transaction (Column 8 lines 11-26). 

19. Regarding claims 9 and 29 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the tax rule 
specifies a tax status that is used in determining the tax amount for a tax applicable to 
the transaction (Column 8 lines 11-26). 

20. Regarding claims 10 and 30 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the tax rule 
specifies a taxable basis formula that is used in determining the tax amount for a tax 
applicable to the transaction (Column 2 line 66 - Column 3 line 4). 
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21 . Regarding claims 1 1 and 31 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the tax rule 
specifies a tax calculation formula that is used in determining the tax amount for a tax 
applicable to the transaction (Abstract, Figure 2, Column 2 lines 40-56). 

22. Regarding claims 12 and 32 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the tax rule 
specifies a tax recovery rate that is used in determining the tax recovery amount for a 
tax applicable to the transaction (Column 8 lines 1 1-26). 

23. Regarding claims 13 and 33 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the tax rule 
specifies a result that is used in determining the outcome of any process of determining 
or administering taxes that are applicable to the transaction (Column 2 line 18-23). 

24. Regarding claims 14 and 34 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein determining 
the tax for the transaction involves: determining which taxes are applicable to the 
transaction (Column 8 lines 1-10); determining a taxable basis for the transaction 
(Column 2 line 66 - Column 3 line 4); determining an applicable tax rate for the 
transaction (Column 8 lines 11-26); and calculating the tax for the transaction (Figure 5). 

25. Regarding claims 15 and 35 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein different sets 
of tax rules can be associated with different local jurisdictions (Figure 2, Column 7 lines 
1-6). 

26. Regarding claims 16 and 36 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the tax rule, 
the configurable template and the set of conditions reside in a database (Figure 4). 

27. Regarding claims 17 and 37 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the tax rules 
specified using configurable templates are applied to processes other than determining 
taxes such as processes of administering taxes (Figure 2). 
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28. Regarding claims 18 and 38 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the tax rules 
specified using configurable templates are applied to a few but not all of the processes 
for determining or administering taxes (Figure 2). 

29. Regarding claims 19 and 39 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the system 
allows the tax rules to be created for a hierarchy of tax regimes in such a way as to 
allow the specification of a general rule for a higher-level regime, and increasingly 
specific rules down the regime hierarchy to the level of taxes in the lowest level of 
regime (Figure 2, Column 6 lines 31-51). 

30. Regarding claims 20 and 40 , Maritzen discloses a method wherein the system 
allows the tax rules to be defined for subscribers according to an open subscription 
model that allows sharing of rules across subscribers in a subscription hierarchy (Figure 
2, Column 6 lines 31-51). 

Response to Arguments 

31 . Applicant's arguments filed on October 21 , 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

32. Regarding Applicants arguments that there is no disclosure in the Maritzen 
reference of the method further comprising attempting to apply the next tax rule in the 
order of precedence in the process of determining the transaction, wherein the 
additional tax rules are applied in a sequence determined by a precedence ordering of 
the additional tax rules. The term "attempting" renders the limitation indefinite because 
it is not clear if the action following the phrase takes place. Therefore, the limitation as 
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phrased is given little or no patentable weight. A definite recitation would be "the 
method further comprises applying the next tax rule in the order of precedence.... ". A 
non-final action is given to provide applicant with opportunity to make changes 
rendering limitation pertinent in the claim. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Faris Almatrahi whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
3326. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 9:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan Zeender can be reached on (571) 272-6790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Faris Almatrahi/ 
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